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SUBCOMMITTEE HEARINGS ON S. 1448 (H. R. 4361); S. 1528 (H. R. 
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Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SuBcoMMITTEE No. 3 OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

‘ashington, D. C., Thursday, April 30, 1958. 


S. 1448 


The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., in room 304, House Office Build- 
ing, Hon. Leroy Johnson (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Mr. Jounson. The committee will come to order, please. 

The first bill we will consider this morning is 5. 1448 

(The bill is as follows: ) 


4 [S. 1448, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 
CANA To afiénd the Act of June 25, 1942, relating to the making of photographs and sketches of proper* 
~— ties he military establishment, to continue in effect the provisions thereof until six months after the 
“Sspresefat hational emergency 


Be at_ena tel by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
erica, in Copgress assembled, That section 5 of the Act of June 25, 1942 (56 Stat. 
0), Aas extetttied by section 1 (a) (11) of the Emergency Powers Continuation 
ct (Rublic baw 450, Eighty-second Congress) is amended by deleting the words 
or the-duration of the present war as determined by proclamation of the Presi- 
nt” And inSesting in lieu thereof the words “‘until six months after the termina- 
n of the n nal emergency proclaimed by the President on December 16, 1950 
roc. 2914, 3 C. F. R., 1950 Supp., p. 71)”. 
Passed the Senate May 6, 1953. 
Attest: 


J. Mare Trice, Secretary. 
Mr. Jonunson. I understand Commander Coombs will be the witness. 


STATEMENT OF C. L. COOMBS, COMMANDER, UNITED STATES 
NAVY, ATTACHED TO SECURITY BRANCH, OFFICE OF NAVAL 
INTELLIGENCE, NAVY DEPARTMENT 


Commander Coomss. Thank you, sir. I believe, Mr. Chairman 
and members of the committee, you all have copies of the prepared 
statement, so I shall not repeat it, except just to hit the high spots, if 
that is satisfactory. 

Mr. Jounson. It is yery short. You might as well read it for the 
record. 

Commander Coomss. All right, sir. 

The legislative item with which we are concerned is the act of 
June 25, 1942 (56 Stat. 390; 50 U.S. C. App. 781-785), which pro- 
hibited the photographing, mapping, sketching, or the making of any 
other representation of facilities or equipment within posts, stations, 
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camps, and other installations vital to the defense of the United States. 
Violations of the act are punishable by a fine of not more than $1,000 
or by imprisonment for not more than 1 year or both. The act was 
made effective for the duration of World War II. However, the 
Emergency Powers Continuation Act (Public Law 450, 82d Cong.) 
extended the provisions of the act of June 25, 1942, until April 1, 1953, 
and these provisions were further extended until July 1, 1953, by 
Public Law 12, 83d Congress approved March 31, 1953. The enclosed 
draft of bill is designed to further extend, for the period of the present 
national emergency plus 6 months, the provisions of the act of June 25, 
1942, as extended by the Emergency Powers Continuation Act. 

The act of June 25, 1942, is very complete in its inclusion of all 
kinds of military areas and installations, and types of reproduction. 
It does not require further designation of such military areas by Execu- 
tive order. It does not require proof of intent on the part of the 
violator to injure the security of the United States. Altogether it is 
considered to afford a satisfactory basis for prosecution. The legisla- 
tion also provides an important deterrent to unauthorized and unde- 
sirable photography and sketches of military properties and installa- 
tions. 

Although the basic act of June 25, 1942, may be regarded as war- 
time legislation, from a security and intelligence standpoint, there is 
no substantial difference between actual war and the present declared 
seers - In other words, the photograph or sketch of a military 
installation or property is presently as valuable to a potential saboteur 
or enemy agent as if it were made after the actual war began. In 
fact, it might be argued that the prevention of possession of such 
photographs or sketches during a prewar emergency period is more 
necessary than after the actual war begins, since it enables advance 

lanning of sabotage and target analysis and identification generally. 
Under actual war conditions, additional military precautions and 
defense measure generally would lessen the value of the possession of 
such photograph or sketch. 

By extending the basic act for the period of the present declared 
emergency plus 6 months, further legislation covering this item will 
not be necessary. This is plainly a more practicable provision since 
the time limit on the present emergency is undeterminable. 

Mr. Jounson. Do you wish to make any further statement? It 
seems very clear to me. 

Commander Coops. It is just to avoid this continuing problem. 

Mr. Jounson. Is there any objection to this legislation? 

Commander Coops. No, sir; it is noncontroversial. It requires 
no extra expense. 

Mr. Jounson. I do not think we need any more testimony. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, Public Law 450 was extended by 
Public Law 12 of the 83d Congress. 

Commander Coompss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ducanper. Do you think that should be in the bill? The bill 
says: 
as extended by section 1 (a) (11) of the Emergency Powers Continuation Act 
(Public Law 450, 82d Cong.) —— 

That act was extended by Public Law 12 of the 83d Congress. 

Commander Coompss. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Ducanper. Should we sav there: “As further extended by 
Public Law 12 of the 83d Congress’’? 

Commander Coomss. I wonder if you have the wrong copy, sir. 
In the copy I thought I was passing out it had that statement in it. 

Mr. Ducanper. I am speaking, though, of the bill. 

Mr. Jounson. Look in the bill, Commander. 

Commander Coomrs. You mean in this copy should it also inelude 
the statement? 

Mr. Ducanper. I am speaking of the bill. 

Commander Coomrs. Perhaps so, for clarification, because there is 
a gap otherwise. 

Mr. Ducanper. When the bill was drawn Public Law 12 had not 
been passed. 

Commander Coomss. Right. It would prevent the gap from April 
1 to July 1. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, Public Law 450 would have 
expired April 1 had it not been extended by Public Law 12 of the 
83d Congress. 

Commander Coops. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. I think those additional words are necessary. 

Commander Coops. There is a gap otherwise. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any other witnesses? 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, if you will allow me to, I will get 
together with the witness after the meeting and put in the appropriate 
language. We could work it up. 

Mr. Jounson. That will be satisfactory. Can you talk to Mr. 
Ducander afterwards? 

Commander Coomss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. He will indicate what he wants to do, and you 
check with your people to see that it meets with their approval. 

Commander Coops. Right. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Mr. Chairman, I move a favorable report on 
the bill as amended. 

Mr. Deverevx. I second the motion. 

Mr. Jonnson. Without objection it is so ordered. 

(Thereupon the subcommittee proceeded to other business.) 


S. 1528 


Mr. Jonnson. We will now consider S. 1528. 
(The bill is as follows:) ‘ 


[S.1528, 83d Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To continue in effect certain appointments as officers and as warrant officers of the Army and 
of the Air Force. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That if the appointment as a commissioned officer 
or warrant officer of any person who is determined, as provided in the Missing 
Persons Act (56 Stat. 143), as amended, to have been in a status of missing, miss- 
ing in action, interned, captured, beleaguered, or besieged at any time after June 
25, 1950, and before the termination of the national emergency proclaimed by 
the President on December 16, 1950 (Proc. 2914, 3 C. F. R. 71), would normally 
terminate before the person holding that appointment is released from active duty, 
the President is authorized to continue that appointment in effect until that per- 
son is released from active duty. On or before the date of his release from active 
duty, any such person who agrees in writing to have his appointment as a Reserve 


790 


commissioned officer or a Reserve warrant officer continued in effect for an indefi- 
nite term shall be given an indefinite term appointment in lieu of the appointment 
which he holds at that time. 

Passed the Senate May 6, 1953. 

Attest: 

J. Trice, Secretary. 

Mr. Jounson. We would be glad to hear from you at this time, 

Colonel. 


STATEMENT OF LT. COL. R. W. SPRINGFIELD, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE AIR FORCE 


Colonel Sprrnerietp. Mr. Chairman, my name is Lt. Col. R. W. 
Springfield, of the Department of the Air Force. 

I appreciate the opportunity of appearing before your committee 
on behalf of the Department of Defense in support of S. 1528, a bill 
to continue in effect certain appointments as officers and as warrant 
officers of the Army and the Air Force. 

During World War II the appointments of certain officers in the 
Army, which at the time included the Air Force, were for a limited 
period of time. The duration of these appointments was for 5 years 
or for the period of World War II and for 6 months thereafter. The 
appointments of many other officers were not limited in this manner. 
For example, appointments in the Regular Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps, in addition to the appointments in the Naval Reserve and in 
the National Guard of the United States, were all made without any 
limitations as to the term of those appointments. 

Under existing law a large number of appointments as commissioned 
officers and as warrant officers of the Army and Air Force which were 
continued in effect by Executive Order 10441, signed by the President 
on 31 March 1953, will terminate on July 1, 1953, and others will 
thereafter terminate on a day-by-day basis upon the expiration of the 
5-year term specified in the appointment concerned. 

The proposed bill is necessary to prevent the creation of a gap in 
service for those persons who bold existing appointments and who are 
in a status of missing, missing in action, interned, captured, belea- 
guered, or besieged. If these appointments are allowed to expire, the 

ersons concerned will become civilians, and although the Missing 
see Act is effective to save the pay and allowances and other 
benefits encompassed within its provisions, it is not effective for 
benefits, such as the accrual of cumulative years of service for purposes 
of pay and retirement. Further, if these appointments are allowed to 
expire, the services will have no specific statutory authority to hos- 
pitalize the personnel concerned, if such hospitalization is needed upon 
their return to the control of the United States. In this regard also, 
oxpeeeace has shown that large numbers of these persons will be dis- 
abled after their period of internment as prisoners of war, and if their 
appointments have expired in the meantime there would be no author- 
ity to retire them for physical disability under title IV of the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949 or any other law. 

The proposed bill would protect the interests of the persons con- 
cerned a continuing their appointments in effect until such time as 


they could signify whether or not they desired an indefinite term 
appointment. In the event they desire an indefinite term appoint- 
ment, they could be granted such an appointment, notwithstanding 
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the fact that the period prescribed in section 224 of the Armed Forces 
Reserve Act had run before that person was returned to military con- 
trol from his status as missing, missing in action, interned, captured, 
beleaguered, or besieged. 

The same problem is not presented in the case of enlisted personnel 
whose period of enlistment would otherwise expire during the period 
of time they are in a status of missing, missing in action, interned, 
captured, beleaguered, or besieged, as they may be retained in the 
service beyond the normal period of enlistment for the convenience of 
the Government. (Act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. 809), as amended 
(10 U.S. C. 652a).) 

The approximate number of persons in the Army and Air Force 
affected by this legislation is 868. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that this bill is in accord 
with the program of the President. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jounson. Is there any opposition to this bill? 

Colonel SprinGFreLp. No, sir; there is no opposition, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. I would like to ask a question, Colonel. 

Colonel SprinGrieLp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dreverrux. You refer here, for example, to appointments in 
the Regular Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, and appointments in 
the Naval Reserve. How about the Marine Corps Reserve? Is 
that taken care of? 

Colonel SprineFieLp. Yes, sir; it is the same as the Naval Reserve, 
sir. It is indefinite. It was not for a specific period of time. 

Mr. Jounson. Do you have any comments, Mr. Ducander? 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. We will take this bill under advisement. 

Colonel Sprinerie.p. Thank you, sir. 

(Thereupon, the subcommittee proceeded to other business.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SuBcoMMITTEE No. 3 OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, D. C., Thursday, April 30, 1958. 


(S. 1530) 


Mr. Jonnson. We will now consider S. 1530. 
(The bill follows:) 
[S. 1530, 83d Cong., 1st sess.] 
AN ACT To amend the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 to authorize the appointment in the grade of first 


lieutenant of nurses and medical specialists in the Regular Army and Regular Air Force, and appoint- 
ment with rank of lieutenant (junior grade) of nurses in the Regular Navy 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 101 (¢) of the Army-Navy Nurses 
Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 42) is amended to read as follows: 

“(e) Commissioned officers of the Regular Army in the Army Nurse Corps, 
and commissioned officers of the Regular Air Force appointed with a view to des- 
ignation as Air Force nurses, shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, from female citizens of the United States 
who have attained the age of twenty-one years. To be eligible for appointment 
under this subsection a person must be a graduate of a hospital or university 
training school and a registered nurse and must have the physical and other 
yg ea prescribed by the Secretary of the Army or the Secretary of the 

ir Force for the appropriate armed force. A person appointed under this 
subsection shall be appointed in the grade of— 

“(1) second lieutenant, if she is not more than twenty-seven years of age 
on the date of nomination by the President and is not qualified for appoint- 
ment as a first lieutenant under clause (2); or 
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“(2) first lieutenant, if she is qualified under regulations issued by the 
appropriate Secretary and is not more than thirty years of age on the date 
of nomination by the President. 

The maximum ages specified in clauses (1) and (2) are increased by the period of 
active Federal commissioned service performed after December 31, b947. How- 
ever, such an age may not be so increased by more than five years.’ 

Sec. 2. Section 102 (c) of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 42) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(e) Commissioned officers of the Regular Army in the Women’s Medical 
Specialist Corps, and commissioned officers of the Regular Air Force appointed 
with a view to designation as women medical specialists, shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, from female citi- 
zens of the United States who have attained the age of twenty-one years. To 
be eligible for appointment under this subsection, a person must have the phys- 
ical and other qualifications prescribed by the Secretary of the Army or the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force for the appropriate armed force. A person appointed 
under this subsection shall be appointed in the grade of— 

(1) second lieutenant, if she is not more than twenty-seven years of age 
on the date of nomination by the President and is not qualified for appoint- 
ment as a first lieutenant under clause (2); or 

“*(2) first lieutenant, if she is qualified under regulations issued by the 
appropriate Secretary and is not more than thirty years of age on the date 
of nomination by the President. 

The maximum ages specified in clauses (1) and (2) are increased by the period of 
active Federal commissioned service performed after December ei 1947. How- 
ever, such an age may not be so increased by more than five ye ” 

Sec. 3. Section 204 of the Armv-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 “61 Stat. 48) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec, 204. Except as provided in section 203 and 211 of this title, appoint- 
ment to the grade of nurse ‘n the Regular Navy shall be with the rank of ensign 
or lieutenant (junior grade), and each such appointment shall be subject to revo- 
cation by the Secretary of the Navy until such time as the appointee has served 
under such appointment for three years from the date of appointment. Officers 
whose appointments are so revoked shall be discharged from the service without 
advanced pay. Appointees shall be temale citizens of the United States who 
shall have reached the age of twenty-one years on July 1 of the calendar year in 
which appointed. No person shall be appointed pursuant to this section until 
she shail have established her mental, moral, educational, professional, and 
physical qualifications to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. <A person 
appointed under this section shall be appointed with the rank of— 

““(1) ensign, if she is not more than twenty-seven years of age on the date 
of nomination by the President and is not qualified for appointment as a 
lieutenant (junior grade) under clause (2); or 

“*(2) lieutenant (junior grade), if she is qualified under regulations issued 
by the Secretary of the Navy and is not more than thirty years of age on 
the date of nomination by the President. 

The maximum ages specified in clauses (1) and (2) are increased by the period 
of active Federal commissioned service performed after December 31, 1947. 
However, such an age may not be so increased by more than five years.” 

Passed the Senate May 6, 1953. 

Attest: J. Mark Trice, Secretary. 


Mr. Jounson. Will you proceed, Colonel. 


STATEMENT OF COL. JOSEPH F. McDONOUGH (MC), OFFICE OF 
THE SURGEON GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


Colonel McDonoveu. I have a prepared statement, Mr. Chair- 
man. I believe I can tell the committee in my own words briefly 
what it amounts to in much less time, with your permission. 

Mr. Jounson. You may proceed. We will put your statement in 
the record. 

(The statement follows: ) 
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STaTEMENT oF Cou. JoserpH F. McDonoven (MC), Orrice or THE SurCEON 
GENERAL, USAF 


On §. 1530, 83d Congress, a bill to amend the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 
to authorize the appointment in the grade of first lieutenant of nurses and medical 
specialists in the Regular Army and Regular Air Force, and appointment with 
rank of lieutenant (junior grade) of nurses in the Regular Navy. 

Mr. Chairman, my purpose in appearing before your committee today is to pre- 
sent in behalf of the Department of Defense the reasons for recommending this 
legislation, which would extend the age limits for original appointments of nurses 
and women medical specialists in the regular components of the military services 
and would permit an original appointment grade of first lieutenant for Army and 
Air Force, lieutenant (junior grade) for the Navy. The Air Force and Army are 
supporting legislation which would achieve these purposes for both nurses and 
women medical specialists. The Navy is supporting such legislation only insofar 
as it applies to nurses, for the Navy has no Women’s Medical Specialist Corps. 

The current situation with respect to the age and grade limits for the original 
commissioning of nurses in the regular components of the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force is as follows: Under section 101 (c) of the Army-Navy Nurses Act as 
amended (10 U. 8. C. 166 (¢)), now applicable to the Air Force by virtue of section 
307 (b) of the Air Force Organization Act (10 U.S. C. 1837 (b)), original appoint- 
ments of nurses in the regular components of the Army and Air Force are limited 
to appointments at grade of second lieutenant. Under the same statutory pro- 
vision, such appointments must be made of women who have reached 21, but not 
passed 28 vears of age on the date of nomination by the President. 

The same age and grade limitations apply to original appointments of women 
medical specialists in the regular components of the Army and Air Force, under 
section 102 (c) of the Army-Navy Nurses Act as amended (10 U.S. C. 166a (e)). 
This provision has likewise been applied to the Air Force pursuant to section 
307 (b) of the Air Force Organization Act (10 U. 8. C. 1837 (b)). 

Under section 204 of the Army-Navy Nurses Act (34 U.S. C. 48e), original 
appointments of nurses in the regular component of the Navy are limited to the 

rade of ensign. Such appointments must be made of women who have reached 

1 by July 1 of the calendar year in which appointed, but who have not yet 
reached the age of 29 by July 1 of the year in which appointed. (There are 
certain exceptions to those limitations which are not interest here.) While the 
Navy has authority, under the act of April 18, 1946, as amended (34 U. 8. C. 
15 and 34 U.S. C. 43 j), to appoint members of the Nurses Corps Reserve of the 
Navy and persons who served during World War II, who are under 40 years of 
age, in the Regular Navy with the highest grade held on active duty, that authority 
will expire on December 31, 1953. The Navy, therefore, is supporting this 
legislation insofar as it applies to nurses, so as to make uniform the procurement 
opportunity for all three services in this field. 

The purpose of the proposed legislation is to change the aforementioned 
statutory provisions so as to permit the following with respect to nurses in the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force and women medical specialists in the Army and 
Air Force: 

(a) Appointment, in the grade of first lieutenant (or lieutenant junior grade, 
for the Navy), of women who are qualified under regulations of the appropriate 
Secretary and have attained the age of 21, but have not passed beyond their 
30th birthday on the date of nomination by the President, except to the extent 
of the active Federal commissioned service performed after December 31, 1947, 
but not in excess of 5 years; and 

(b) Appointment, in the grade of second lieutenant (or ensign, for the Navy) 
of women who meet the qualifications set forth in the appropriate Seeretary’s 
regulations for second lieutenant (or ensign), but not for first lieutenant (or 
lieutenant, junior grade, for the Navy) and who have reached 21, but have not 
passed beyond their 27th birthday on the date of nomination by the President, 
except to the extent of the active Federal Commissioned service performed after 
December 31, 1947, but not in excess of 5 years. 

These statutory changes are greatly needed. The semiannual reports of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force for the 6 months ending June 30, 1952, all refer to 
the critical shortage of nurses. The Army and Air Force reported also shortages 
of women medical specialists; the Air Force’s shortage in this category was de- 
scribed as acute. hese shortages were shown in these reports as continuing 

despite an intensive recruitment campaign. The numbers of nurses and women 
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medical specialists being appointed in the regular components of the military 

services are insufficient to compensate for the continuing losses. It is desirable 

to bring the total numbers closer to the authorized strengths in the regular com- 
— The table below reflects the situation. 


| | 
| Regular __ | Percentage of author- 
| spaces Regular spaces filled ized regular spaces filled 
| authorized 
Types of personnel | as of July 
: 1. Te July 1, Dee. 31, July 1, Dee. 31, 
| py 1951 1952 1951 1952 
1952 
Percent Percent 
4, 700 1, 529 1, 464 32.5 31.1 
2, 716 1,516 1, 359 55.8 50.0 
549 419 398 76.3 72. 5 
700 211 215 30.1 30.7 
53 35 29 66.0 54.7 


The contrast shown in this table is between spaces filled as of the end of December 
1952 and those filled as of the period following the Army and Air Force integration 
ending May 16, 1951, when the number of Regular spaces filled for purses and 
women medical specialists reached its highest peak. The legislation authorizing 
that integration plan provided during a 1-year period for the regular commission- 
ing of qualified nurses and women medical specialists i in the Army and Air Force at 
an age level higher than normally allowed. Upon authority of an act of April 13, 
1946 as amended (34 U. 8. C. 15 and 34 U.S. C. 43j), the Navy has been able to 
transfer into the Regular Component Reserve nurses and nurses who served during 
World War I] who are under 40 vears of age. That authority will expire Decem- 
ber 31, 1953. The number of regular spaces filled at the peak period in general 
surpasses the numbers fille¢ more recently. This was true for all categories 
concerned except for Army women medical specialists, for whom the gain in regular 
spaces filled was so slight as to be inconsiderable. This table underscores the 
numerical or quantitative advantage of the ability to draw into the regular service 
qualified women of a higher age range than is possible under the present statutory 
provisions. 

Even more significant are the qualitative advantages of being able to commission 
qualified women in the regular components at a higher age level. These qualita- 
tive advantages might be summarized as follows: 

(a) Revising current law so as to extend the age limits and initial rank would 
enable the services to commission in the regular components young women who 
have devoted a nuinber of years to formal study over and above the minimum 
qualifications for such commissions. The relatively low age limits permitted 
under current law (at least for Army and Air Force) do hinder the services in this 
respect. 

(b) Extension ot the age limit for regular commissioning would y ield the advan- 
tage of drawing upon a group of women with broader and more extensive experi- 
ence than a girl of 27 or 28 usually offers. 

(c) As arule, the girl with civilian experience in her specialty will enter military 
service at a higher age than one entering immediately upon completion of 
fessional training. With such individuals, an adequate period of active duty 
performed prior to Regular appointment would give opportunity for a better 
evaluation of the capabilities and potentialities of the applicant. 

(d) As a result of her increased opportunities of education and experience, the 
average woman of 27 to 30 years of age can be expected to be more firm in her 
choice of a career than a younger woman. Hence, enactment of the proposed 
legislation can be expected to create a more stable supply of highly qualified 
candidates for regular appointment than is possible to procure under current age 
limitations, 

(e) A more stable supply would decrease staff turnover, which has been con- 
stant. It would likewise decrease time spent in orientation of new workers, 
which is always a costly factor. 

In conclusion, enactment of the proposed legislation would benefit the military 
services in that it would undoubtedly supply a larger number of regular officers 
well qualified and capable of carrying out planning and supervisory functions in 
their respective fields. 


Nurses: 

Army 

Navy 

Air Fore 

Women mec 

Army 

Air For 

\ 
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Colonel McDonovucu. The present situation with regard to the 
commissioning of nurses and women’s medical specialist officers in 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force is controlled by the Army-Navy 
Nurses Act. We are limited in the Army and in the Air Force to the 
appointment of women who have reached the age of 21 but have not 
passed their 28th birthday when nominated by the President, and they 
must be conimissioned in the grade of second lieutenant. In the 
Navy they are limited to the grade of ensign, and they may not have 
passed the 29th birthday by the Ist of July in the year in which 
appointed. 

There has been a gradual decline in the number of regular nurses 
in all the armed services. The purpose of this legislation is to 
authorize the Army and the Air Force to appoint women who have 
not exceeded their 27th birthday in the grade of second lieutenant 
and to appoint women in the grade of first lieutenant who have not 
exceeded their 30th birthday; and comparably in the Navy in the 
grade of ensign and in the grade of lieutenant, junior grade. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Devereux. | would like to ask a question, Colonel. How 
about the question of experience of these women who might be 
appointed first lieutenants or lieutenants, junior grade? 

Colonel McDonovau. Yes, sir; we would require additional expe- 
rience comparable to the difference in age. In other words, a nurse 
to be appointed in the grade of first lieutenant would have to have a 
minimum of 8 years professional experience subsequent to the com- 
pletion of her training as a nurse. The same requirement would 
exist for the appointment in the position of lieutenant, junior grade 
in the Navy. 

Mr. Devereux. That is the intention of the Army and the Air 
Force? 

Colonel McDonouau. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Ducanpver. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. Ducanper. What is the present limitation on age for the 
Army and the Air Force? Is that 28? 

Colonel McDonoveu. In the Navy they must not have reached 
the age of 29 by the Ist of July in the year in which appointed. In 
the Army and in the Air Force they must not have reached or passed 
the 28th birthday at the time they are nominated by the President. 

Mr. Ducanper. Is the purpose of the legislation to get more 
regular nurses? 

Colonel McDonovuau. That is correct. 

Mr. Ducanper. It is rather hard to understand, if you are lowering 
the age instead of raising it, how you get more nurses. 

Colonel McDonovcu. Well, we know from experience that many 
nurses by the time they decide to apply for an appointment as a 
regular officer are not eligible by reason of the fact that they have 
exceeded the age limit. They are no longer eligible to apply for 
an appointment. 

Mr. Jounson. Is the purpose also to harmonize the procedure 
right across the board for all services? 

Colonel McDonoveu. Yes, sir; so that they will have equal 
opportunity in all the armed services. 
26066—53—No. 17——2 
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Mr. Jounson. Do you think that this will furnish the incentive 
so that we will get the additional nurses vou are looking for? 

Colonel McDonovean. I do, sir. 

Mr. Ducanper. Would you explain to the committee the 5-year 
increase in age in the bill? I have reference to: 


However, such an age may not be so increased by more than five years. 


Colonel McDonouau. That, I believe, is to give opportunities to 
those who have served on active duty for a considerable period of 
time subsequent to December 31, 1947. You see, that is the time, 
I believe, the last large-scale integration had to be completed. 

Mr. Ducanper. Therefore, a nurse who had been on active duty 
for 5 years could add 5 years to the age 27? 

f Colonel McDonoven. We would add to her maximum age the 
amount of service she had had subsequent to December 31, 1947, 
not to exceed a total of 5 years. 

Mr. Ducanper. Then she could be appointed at age 32? 

Colonel McDonovuan. It is possible. 

Mr. Ducanper. I have no other questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jounson. Any other questions? If not, we will take this 
bill under advisement. Thank you very much, 

Colonel McDonouaeu. Thank you, sir. 

(Thereupon, the subcommittee proceeded to other business. ) 


S. 709 


Mr. Jounson. We will now hear the witnesses on 8S. 709. 
(S. 709 is as follows: ) 


[S. 709, 83d Cong. Ist sess.] 
AN ACT To give proper recognition to the distinguished service of Colonel J. Claude Kimbrough. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United of America 
tn Congress assembled, That in recognition of the outstanding service and contribu- 
tion made to the science of medicine and surgery by Colonel J. Claude Kimbrough, 
Medical Corps, United States Army, Retired, and to provide that his mature 
professional judgment and long experience may continue to remain available to 
the publie service, the President is hereby authorized to designate the said Colonel 
J. Claude Kimbrough, upon his retirement trom the active list, as consultant in 
urology at Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, District of Columbia. 
Such designation shall be subject to the said Colonel J. Claude Kimbrough’s 
acceptance and shall be terminable at his pleasure, or at the pleasure of the 
Secretary of the Army. During the time he serves under such designation, the 
said Colonel J. Claude Kimbrough shall be entitled to receive, in lieu of his retired 
pay, the full active-duty pay and allowances to which he was entitled inmediately 
prior to his retirement. 


Passed the Senate March 9, 1953. 
Attest: J. Mark Trice, 
Secretary. 


Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, General Armstrong is not here, 
but General Hays, the Deputy Surgeon General, is here as a witness. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. SILAS B. HAYS, DEPUTY SURGEON 
GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY 


General Hays. My name is Silas B. Hays, Deputy Surgeon General. 
General Armstrong, the Surgeon General, is out of town today, sir. 
Mr. Jounson. You may proceed, sir. 
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General Hays. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, | 
am Maj. Gen. Silas B. Hays. In my capacity as Deputy Surgeon 
General of the Army I have a brief statement concerning Senate bill 
709, a bill to give proper recognition to the distinguished service of 
Col. J. Claude Kimbrough, which I should like to present to the 
committee at this time. 

Under the provisions of the proposed legislation cited previously, 
the President would be authorized to desigante Colonel Kimbrough, 
upon his retirement from the active list, as a consultant in urology 
at Walter Reed Army Hospital, Washington, D.C. Such designation 
would be subject to Colonel Kimbrough’s acceptance and terminable 
at the pleasure of the Secretary of the Army or at the request of 
Colonel Kimbrough. Colonel Kimbrough, subsequent to his retire- 
ment would be authorized full pay and allowances under the provisions 
of the proposed legislation. 

Colonel Kimbrough, during the course of his long and distinguished 
career (1917-48) in the Medical Corps of the Regular Army, has 
achieved international stature in the field of urology. He was retired 
in August 1948, upon attaining the statutory retirement age of 60 
years and was thereafter recalled to active duty, and is serving at pres- 
ent as the Chief, Urology Section, Walter Reed Army Hospital, 
Washington, D. C. Should Colonel Kimbrough revert to a retired 
status and assume the position of consultant in urology at Walter Reed 
Army Hospital as provided for in Senate bill 709, he would serve under 
the jurisdiction of the Commanding General, Walter Reed Army Hos- 
pital, Washington, D. C. His duties would be similar to those he 
now performs, that is consulting on complicated cases, teaching resi- 
dents, and such other professional assistance as he could render. 

The proposed bill is deemed appropriate and desirable as it expresses 
the appreciation of Congress to a soldier-doctor for services performed 
in an outstanding manner. Such legislation, if enacted, would confer 
honor and distinction upon Colonel Kimbrough and would constitute 
desired recognition of his outstanding contribution to the Army and 
to the science of medicine and surgery. In addition, as | have noted, 
it would allow him to revert to a retired status and enjoy full pay and 
allowance benefits which he so richly deserves. 

It is to be noted that similar recognition was accorded in 1935 by 
the Congress of the United States to a Medical Corps officer of the 
Regulr Army, Col. William L. Keller. 

i closing, I recommend that enactment of Senate bill 709, feeling 
that such legislation, if enacted, would constitute recognition by the 
Congress of the United States of the outstanding professional contri- 
butions made by Colonel Kimbrough to the Army and to the science 
of medicine and surgery. 

Mr. Jounson. General, do you have any other distinguished men 
in some field of medicine, besides this Colonel? 

General Hays. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman; we have. 

Mr. Jonnson. The thing going through my mind is: What kind 
of a precedent will this set? Will we be continually importuned to 
give similar recognition to other distinguished men? 

General Hays. I think the record will clear that up. It shows that 
in 1935—in other words, 18 years ago—the Congress passed such a 
similar bill for Col. William L. Keller, as a consultant in surgery at 
Walter Reed. That was following a long and distinguished career on 
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the part of Colonel Keller. 1 think the record shows that this has not 
been abused and in all probability will not be in the future. I see no 
indication it would be. 

Mr. Jounson. Has the Office of the Surgeon General considered 
that matter and discussed it? 

General Hays. Very definitely. 

Mr. Jonnson. I do not exactly see why you cannot call this man 
back to duty without having a specific act to do so. 

General Hays. Well, it is true that this would grant the Secretary 
of the Army no authority which he now does not possess. In fact, 
Colonel Kimbrough is now on active duty. This bill would grant 
him the recognition of Congress for a distinguished career as a teacher 
and as a doctor-soldier, which we feel he richly deserves. 

Mr. Jonnson. In other words, he likes to get his recognition in a 
statute? Is that the purpose of it; to show legislative recognition of 
his distinguished work? 

General Hays. Yes. The Surgeon General of the Army would 
like to have him have recognition in a statute. I would not say 
Colonel Kimbrough necessarily wants legislation for recognition. 

Mr. Jonnson. | understand that. I do not think he is promoting 
this bill personally. We just want to be sure it does not set a pre- 
cedent which might embarrass the Congress in the future. 

General Hays. I feel the fact that a precedent was set in 1935 and 
has not been abused-——in other words, this is 18 years later—is rather 
clear indication on that point. 

Mr. Devereux. General, will the other services come to us and 
ask for special recognition for some particular man they have, which 
is not now provided for, so far as letters and decorations are concerned? 

General Hays. I cannot answer that. I cannot answer that, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Did you answer that question? 

Mr. Devereux. The witness said he could not answer. 

General Hays. | said I could not answer that question. 

Mr. Devereux. Do we have anybody representing the Depart- 
ment of Defense who would like to express himself on that subject? 

Mr. Ducanper. General, do you not represent the Department of 
Defense? 

General Hays. That is correct. The Department of Defense has 
delegated to the Department of the Army the responsibility for 
testifving for this bill. The Department of the Army has designated 
me. 

Mr. Jounson. This was cleared with the Bureau of the Budget, 1 
assume? 

General Hays. Yes, sir. I might read from a letter that the 
Secretary of the Army, Mr. Stevens, wrote to the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee of the Senate in regard to this bill. He 
said that the Army supported the bill and 

The Bureau of the Budget has been consulted and advises that, while there 
would be no objection to the presentation to your committee of this report, the 
Bureau believes that this bill, which would depart from the uniform treatment 
accorded officer personnel by general legislation, is unnecessary inasmuch as it 
would appear its objectives have been fully accomplished by the Department of 
the Army’s action in recalling the beneficiary to active duty after he had reached 
the mandatory retirement age. 


That was the statement of the Bureau of the Budget. 
Mr. Jounson. That is only a part of that letter, of course? 
General Hays. Would you like to have me read the whole letter? 
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Mr. Jounson. It might be well to put it in the record. Do you 
have a copy you can furnish the reporter? 

General Hays. I can furnish this copy. 

(The letter is as follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
Marcu 19, 1953. 
Hon. LEVERET? SALTONSTALL, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
United States Senate. 

Dear Mr. CHarrmMan: Reference is made to your request to the Secretary of 
Defense for the views of the Department of Defense with respect to 8. 709, 83d 
Congress, a bill “‘To give proper recognition to the distinguished service of Colonel 
J. Claude Kimbrough.” The Secretary of Defense has delegated to the Depart- 
ment of the Army the responsibility for expressing the views of the Department 
of Defense thereon. 

8S. 709 would authorize the President to designate Col. J. Claude Kimbrough, 
upon his retirement from the active list, as military consultant in urology at the 
United States Army Medical Center, such designation to be subject to Colonel 
Kimbrough’s acceptance and terminable at his pleasure or at the pleasure of the 
Secretary of the Army. 

The Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of Defense favors 
the enactment of this bill. 

In general, the Department of Defense is opposed to the enactment of preferen- 
tial legislation or legislation seeking to continue on the active list persons who have 
attained the statutory retirement age inasmuch as such legislation tends to estab- 
lish undesirable precedents. Colonel Kimbrough, during the course of his long 
and distinguished service in the Medical Corps of the Regular Army, has achieved 
international stature in the field of urology. It is true that Colonel Kimbrough 
was retired in August 1948, upon attaining the statutory age, was thereafter re- 
called to active duty, and is at present serving as Chief, Urological Section, Walter 
Reed Army Medical Center, and that, consequently, the Secretary of the Army 
would not be provided, by enactment of 8. 709, with any authority which he does 
not already have to keep Colonel Kimbrough on active duty, provided Colonel 
Kimbrough consents to remain on such duty. Nevertheless, the proposed bill is 
deemed appropriate and desirable as it expresses the appreciation of Congress to 
a soldier doctor for services excellently performed. The passage of the bill would 
confer honor and distinction upon Colonel Kimbrough and would constitute de- 
served recognition of his outstanding contribution to the Army and to the science 
of medicine and surgery. In addition, it would allow Colonel Kimbrough to re- 
vert to retired status and enjoy the benefits of that status which he so richly de- 
serves. It is recognized that the major objection which might be made to enact- 
ment of such legislation would be that it would establish a precedent for bills of 
like nature for other officers in the future, a precedent which would be highly un- 
desirable. However, it must be pointed out that similar recognition was accorded 
in 1935 by the Congress of the United States to a Medical Corps officer of the 
Regular Army, Col. William L. Keller. To the knowledge of the Department 
of the Army, the predecessor of the present bill, 8. 2238, introduced in 1951, was 
the first of its kind that was proposed after that date. It is believed that the time 
interval of 16 years is sufficient to indicate that the precedent was not abused; nor 
did it result in the introduction of less meritorious bills of similar nature. 

= interest of clarity and accuracy, the following amendment is recom- 
mended: 

: Lines 9 and 10, page 1—delete the phrase ‘‘, upon his retirement from the active 
ist,’’. 

Enactment of this proposed legislation would not result in any additional cost 
to the Government. 

The Bureau of the Budget has been consulted and advises that, while there 
would be no objection to the presentation to your committee of this report, the 
Bureau believes that this bill, which would depart from the uniform treatment 
accorded officer personnel by general legislation, is unnecessary inasmuch as it 
would appear its objectives have been fully accomplished by the Department of 
the Army’s action in recalling the beneficiary to active duty after he had reached 
the mandatory retirement age. 

Sincerely yours, 
Rosert T. STEVENS, 
Secretary of the Army. 
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Mr. Jounson. The Bureau of the Budget apparently was a little 
worried about the matter, in the same way we are, as to the advis- 
= of the bill, if I understood your reading correctly. Is that a 
act? 

General Hays. Well, I would not want to interpret what the Bureau 
of the Budget said. 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, they did say that he had been afforded recog- 
nition, and could be, by recall to active duty? 

General Hays. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. Without anything further. This was, of course 
determined in the Office of the Surgeon General? That is a fact, is 
it not? 

General Hays. That is correct. This bill originated two years 
ago. It was passed last year by the Senate, and denied in the House 
cae any action being taken. This year it has been passed by the 

nate. 

Mr. Devereux. General, is it not rather unusual to hold an officer 
over on active duty beyond his normal retirement age? 

General Hays. We have in the Medical Corps about 27 officers 
who have been retired for age and who are back on active duty because 
of our extreme shortage of doctors. 

Mr. Devereux. And also in recognition of their ability? 

General Hays. Not necessarily in recognition of any ability, but 
becuase they are able to work and they are willing to work and that 
obviates the necessity for drafting an additional doctor. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. General, are you not trying to place Colonel Kim- 
brough on duty with full pay and allowances for the rest of his life? 

‘ General Hays. That is correct. That is what the bill would provide 
or. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Then we have a precedent for it. We have 
General MacArthur, General Marshall, and several other generals 
and admirals; is that not right? 

General Hays. That is correct. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Is it not true, also, that some branches of the 
services retire officers and call them back and use them indefinitely, 
many times right up to their death? 

General Hays. That is correct. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. I am thinking of either an admiral who was 
retired or a captain who was retired at the Naval Academy, who 
actually stayed on active duty until he died. He was retired and 
then called back to active duty. 

General Hays. There are several such cases. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. So the precedent is here. We have it. 

General Hays. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Might I interpose, because you were not here, 
Mr. Van Zandt. It has been stated that the Secretary has that 
authority now, without any legislation whatsoever, to retain an 
officer on active duty. 

Mr. Van. Zanpr. This bill, as I see it, would just bestow upon 
Colonel Kimbrough a little recognition, in return for the great con- 
tribution he has made to military medicine. 

General Hays. That is the purpose of the bill, Mr Van Zandt. 
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Mr. Decanper. General, is Colonel Kimbrough now serving in a 
duty of great responsibility? 

General Hays. He is. 

Mr. Ducanper. Is there any reason why the Army could not 
recommend that he receive the Distinguished Service M edal, and thus 
reward him for his long service? 

General Hays. I am not entirely familiar with the exact rules 
which are now in existence concerning various kinds of awards, but 
I am under the definite impression that the present ground rules 
would not allow that to be done. 

Mr. Ducanver. Well, Mr. Chairman, I think the record should 
show, because this question might come up on the floor, that the act 
of July 9, 1918, reads as follows: 

The President is authorized to present, but not in the name of Congress, a 
distinguished-service medal of appropriate design and a ribbon, together with a 
rosette or other device, to be worn in lieu thereof, to any person who, while serving 
in any capacity with the Army of the United States since the 6th day of April 
1917 has distinguished, or who shall distinguish, himself or herself by exceptionally 
meritorious service to the Government in a duty of great responsibility. 

I merely point that out, General, to show that it is possible he could 
be rewarded with the Distinguished Service Medal. 

General Hays. As I say, 1 am not entirely familiar with the current 
ground rules for the award of the various medals. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. WickersuHam. I would like to ask one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. ‘VickersHAM. General Hays, does this meet with the Presi- 
dent’s approval? 

General Hays. The Bureau of the Budget has stated there is no 
objection to the presentation of this bill to the committee. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Were you acquainted with this Col. William L. 
Keller, on whom the Congress bestowed this honor? 

General Hays. In 1935. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In your opinioa do you think Colonel Kimbrough 
really fits into the same rating? 

General Hays. I think it is a parallel case. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. A parallel case? 

General Hays. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is it not true that regardless of what action the 
Congress takes, still the cost of keeping Colonel Kimbrough on active 
duty will be imposed upon the taxpayer? 

General Hays. As I see it there is no essential difference so far as 
money is concerned. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. In other words, all we are asking Congress to do 
is bestow this recognitioa or this honor? 

General Hays. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are there any other questions? 
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STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES B. FRAZIER, JR., A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF TENNESSEE 


Mr. Frazier. Mr. Chairman, would you permit me to say just 
a word? 

Mr. Jounson. Certainly. I was going to make you a witness. 

Mr. Frazier. Well, I do not went to take any time. 

Mr. Jounson. We would be glad to hear from you. 

Mr. Frazier. There is nothing I could add to the statement which 
has been made by General Hays, except the fact that General Arm- 
strong personally talked to me with respect to the introduction of this 
bill for Colonel Kimbrough. He seemed to be very much impressed 
with the very great service which Colonel Kimbrough bad rendered 
to the Army, aad he thought this was the only way they could really 
recognize the service which he has rendered. 

Now, he advised that Colonel Kimbrough had been called back 
and was now stationed at Walter Reed Hospital, where he was con- 
tinuing the work he had done for a great many years. In fact, he 
bore down on the fact that they could hardly get along without him; 
that he just performed more work out there than almost anybody. 
He has been there since 1917, in the service. 

The fact that this bill is passed will not cost the taxpayers a dollar 
on earth. He is on duty now. 

They seem to be very much interested in the enactment of this 
legislation, which the Army seems to think, or at least the Medical 
Corps, is a proper recognition of a very fine service which Colonel 
Kimbrough has rendered. 1 am interested in it because Colonel 
Kimbrough originally came from the district which I now represent, 
from down at Madisonville, in Monroe County. 

I did not know Colonel Kimbrough personally. In fact, I have 
never met him. I know his brother. He has a brother who is a 
very distinguished doctor down there in Tennessee, and I did know 
of Colonel Kimbrough. 

As the general says, this bill was passed in the 82d Congress but 
did not come over to the House. I did not introduce the bill at that 
time in the House. In fact, I did not know it was up until I was 
contacted this year and asked to introduce the bill. 

A similar bill, as I say, was passed in the Senate in the 82d Congress, 
and it has been reintroduced and passed in the Senate this year. 
That is S. 709. The bill I introduced in the House was H. R. 1121. 

I note there is a small difference. I mean, there is a difference in 
the name. In the bill which I introduced it was for the recognition 
of the distinguished service of Col. James C. Kimbrough; and the bill 
as passed by the Senate was to give proper recognition to the dis- 
tinguished service of Col. J. Claude Kimbrough. So when the com- 
mittee takes it up, I am not particularly interested in whether — 
take up my bill or not. It would probably be better to table my bi 
and pass the Senate bill, if you decide to act favorably on it. 

Mr. Jounson. What is the way he writes his name? That is the 
name I think should go in the bill. 

Mr. Frazter. As a matter of fact, I was advised from the Pentagon 
that he was carried on the rolls as James C. Kimbrough, but I under- 
stand that he has always called himself “Claude.” Is that right, 
General? 
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General Hays. Everybody knows him as “Jim Kimbrough.” He 
is known the world over in the Army and in medicine. What his 
official name is I do not know. The question has never come up 
before. I can find that out. 

Mr. Jounson. Will you take it upon yourself to contact him and 
he out what name he would like, in the event we should pass this 

ill? 

Mr. Frazier. I would be glad to do so. The reason for the differ- 
ence, I presume, was that although the bill in the Senate was the same 
as my bill, except for the name, they gave me the name out at the 
Pentagon. When they asked that I introduce the bill, the name I 
received was James C. Kimbrough. I understood them to say that 
was the way he was carried on the Army records. 

Mr. Jonnson. When you talk to him you might also ask him if he 
would rather have a Distinguished Service Medal, so he can wear the 
ribbon all the time as evidence of his distinguished service, or whether 
he would rather have this bill. 

Mr. Frazter. I think this bill would be quite a tribute to him, and 
a well-deserved honor; but I would be glad to ask him that. Thank 
you so much. 

Mr. Jonnson. Please give your full name and district, please, for 
the record. 

Mr. Frazier. James B. Frazier, of the Third District of Tennessee. 

Mr. Jonnson. Thank you very much for coming up. 

Mr. Frazier. Thank you so much for allowing me to appear. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. General, I cannot understand why this officer has 
not been made a general, since he has been so outstanding in the field 
of medicine. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. SILAS B. HAYS, DEPUTY SURGEON 
GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY —Resumed 


General Hays. Neither can I, frankly. 

Mr. Jounson. That is quite a confession from the Army. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. If this bill were to become a law, it would not tie 
the colonel down to a colonel, in the event the medical section of the 
Army wanted to promote him to a general? 

General Hays. No. I would think that the mere fact that an 
individual is designated in legislation as a colonel as of a certain date 
would not prohibit promotion at a later date. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Van Zandt, it might be that he would be taken 
out as Chief of the Section of Urology and put into administration if 
he were promoted to a general officer. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In other words, this billet requires the grade of 
colonel. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is what I would guess. 

General Hays. The billet is the billet of a colonel. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is the penalty for being good in this case. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Has this colonel retired vet? 

General Hays. Yes, sir; he has retired. He is back on active duty. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Did he retire as a colonel? 

General Hays. He retired as a colonel in 1948, for age. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Possibly the Army does not have what the Navy 
has. They have certain types of decorations, and when they retire 
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they can move up one bracket and go to admiral if they are captains. 
I was just wondering whether this colonel would have that type of 
decoration and whether the laws of the Army would allow him to be 
promoted. 

General Hays. I do not believe so. 

Mr. Ducanper. I do not believe they do. 

Mr. Cuarrman. I believe the record should show that Congressman 
Brown has sent word he is very much in favor of the bill, but he was 
prevented from being here this morning because of illness. 

Mr. Jounson. You mean Congressman Brown of Ohio? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Congressman Clarence Brown? 

Mr. Ducanprr. Yes. I understand he underwent surgery from 
Colonel 

Mr. Frazier. Mr. Chairman, Congressman Baker is also very 
much interested in this bill, he told me, and he wanted to appear, but 
he did not get back from Tennessee in time. 

Mr. Jounson. If he wishes to make a little statement, to be in- 
corporated in the record, we would be glad to have him todo so. You 
might tell him. 

Mr. Frazier. I will tell him; yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Or any other Tennesseans who want to go on record. 

Mr. Frazier. Congressman Baker was the only one who spoke to 
me about it, but I think Congressman Reece was interested in him, 
because he comes from east Tennessee. 

Mr. Jonnson. He must be a Republican, from over there. 

Mr. Frazier. Well, I do not know. You see, down there in east 
Tennessee we do not carry those things so far. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any further questions? If not, we will 
take this bill under advisement. Thank you very much General. 

General Hays. Thank you very much, sir. 

(Thereupon, the subcommittee proceeded to other business.) 
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